The meeting between Marius and Mithri-
There is little information about the meeting between Mithridates Eupator and Caius Marius in 98 B.C. Our sole reference is a concise passage in Plutarch and, indirectly, a quotation in Appian that seems very general and vague1 F 1 . The background of this interview, therefore, remains imprecise in 1995, 244 ff.; Ballesteros-Pastor 1996, 66 ff.; De Callataÿ 1997, 271 f.; Mastrocinque 1999, 25 f.; Arslan 2007, 99 ff. Sherwin-White (1977, 74) suggested that Plutarch's notice may have been apocryphal.
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It has been supposed a period of concordia ordinum in Rome after the violent death of the tribune L. Appuleius Saturninus (100 B.C.), and Marius' Eastern mission has been related to this political background: Bulin 1983, 32; Brennan 1992, 146; Ballesteros-Pastor 1996, 70f. 3 App. Mith. 9-10, cf. 12; Iust. XXXVIII. 2. 5; Ballesteros -Pastor 2014a. 4 Ballesteros-Pastor 2014a. This hypothesis is based in a possible reconstruction of the surname in IDélos 1560, instead of Eutyches (CIG 2277a) or Evergetes (Plassart 1912, 427f.; Robert 1978, 160 We cannot confirm if the death of Ariarathes VI Epiphanes was due to an attempt by his brother-in-law (and cousin) Eupator to seize power in Cappadocia 9 . In any case, it seems that the young Ariarathes VII, son of the former Cappadocian ruler, was protected by his mother, the Pontic princess Laodice, and hence his adoption of the epithet Philometor 10 . While he and his younger brother lived, the Ariarathid dynasty could be considered safe. As we know, however, Ariarathes VII was murdered by his uncle Eupator towards 99 B.C. This act of violence, witnessed by the armies of Pontus and Cappadocia, took place when war was about to break out between both kingdoms 11 . Ariarathes VII had recently reached manhood, and he was not willing to obey his uncle's orders.
After the death of this Cappadocian ruler, his younger brother (Ariarathes VIII) tried to vindicate his right to the kingdom, although only for a brief time, as this prince was beaten and died shortly after 12 . Therefore, apart from this ephemeral attempt at resistance, the dynasty of the Ariarathids could be regarded as extinct towards 99/98 B.C. Thus, the question arises almost spontaneously as to why did Mithridates not proclaim himself king of Cappadocia, given that he belonged to the line of the Ariarathids? There were, indeed, many reasons to justify such a decision: to Eupator's dynastic rights it should be added that a faction among the Cappadocian nobility, led by Gordius, was favourable to the Pontic king and acted in collusion with him on several occasions 13 was a Cappadocian as well 14 . Besides, the traditional division between the Cappadocian aristocrats could have been a factor which made feasible the setting of Eupator in the throne at Mazaca 15 . Despite all these advantageous circumstances, however, Mithridates left Cappadocia as a nominally independent kingdom, establishing on the throne his eight-years-old son, who is usually numbered as Ariarathes IX 16 . We believe that the reason for Eupator's reluctance is to be found primarily on the pressure of the Roman Republic, which at this very moment was particularly exerted through Caius Marius.
Marius, as we know, travelled to Pessinus ca. 99/98, alleging the fulfilment of a vow to the Mother of the Gods worshipped in this sanctuary. At the time of the Cimbric wars, a Galatian priest of this temple had appeared in Rome, predicting Marius' future success against the barbarians who threatened Italy 17 . Despite this well known anecdote, Plutarch proposes that Marius was looking for an excuse to leave Rome, in order to avoid the humiliation of witnessing the return of his enemy Metellus Numidicus from exile. Besides, it is affirmed that the general was eager to provoke a new war in the East, and that he had ambitions to gain the splendid treasures of Mithridates 18 .
Despite It is hard to assume that Marius was looking to directly provoke a war with Mithridates, which was one of the reasons offered by Plutarch (Mar. 31. 2) for the Roman's trip. As McGing rightly pointed out, "Marius was probably investigating the possibility or likelihood of war, rather than actually hoping to cause one" 29 . In a similar sense, Evans considered that Plutarch's statement was "nothing more than a malicious rumour discovered by the biographer in one of his sources, such as the memoirs of Rutilius Rufus or Sulla" 30 . Indeed, Marius was just a legate, and he would have needed the aid of the proconsuls of Asia and Cilicia to wage a war against Pontus. According to the Lex de Provinciis Praetoriis, these magistrates could not surpass the boundaries of their provinces without the Senate's permission 31 . It has been thought that there were allies of Marius among the Roman governors in the Eastern provinces at this moment, but the possible chronology of these proconsulships does not fit with Marius' mission. In any case, this coincidence is not a determining factor in explaining the reason why the prestigious Roman went to meet Mithridates 32 .
The location of the encounter is a matter of controversy. Plutarch alludes to Cappadocia in a general sense, without specifying whether it was Tauric or Pontic Cappadocia. It is well known that both Mithridates and his subjects were often called "Cappadocians", and thus the meeting would have taken place in Pontus 33 . We consider plausible, however, that the interview was held in the proper Cappadocian kingdom, at the moment when Ariarathes VII had perished 34 . We do not know what could have been the source for Plutarch's passage recounting this episode. If one of them was Posidonius, whom the Chaeronean quotes in this Vita, we would be facing a well-informed author regarding the toponymy of Asia Minor in this period. Let us bring to mind that, in the speech of the pro-Pontic leader Athenion, the Apamean erudite specifies on the one hand that Oppius is the governor of Pamphylia, without mentioning Cilicia, and on the other, that Eupator rules over "Upper Cappadocia", establishing a distinction with the inner land of Tauric Cappadocia 35 Badian 1959, 300; Coarelli 1982 . Sordi 1973 , proposes instead that Marius wanted to prevent a conflict; cf. also Luce 1970, 194; Molev 2005 , and for further references Ballesteros-Pastor 1996, 68 ff. 31 On the aims of this law, see Giovannini 1998; Ferrary 2000, 167 ff. 32 According to the list proposed by Ferrary (2000, 192 f.) , neither C. Julius Caesar (brother-in-law to Marius) nor C. Valerius Flaccus held the proconsulship in Asia at the time of the meeting between Marius and Mithridates. It is noteworthy that, in some year between 99 and 97, the governor of Asia was Q. Mucius Scaevola, who took measures against corrupt tax-collectors: see Ferrary, loc. cit. and Brennan 2000, 548. This scholar (2000, 553 ff.; 746) Ballesteros-Pastor 1996, 69; Id. 2013, 190; cf. De Callataÿ 1997, 271 f. 35 Posidon. Paphlagonia, because Maritime Cappadocia began just east of the river Halys 36 . In addition to this, it should be taken into account that from Galatia to the valley of the Halys there existed inner routes, and that Marius perhaps was interested in visiting most of the land inhabited by the Asian Gauls 37 . At the moment of the interview we are studying, Cappadocia was engaged in a civil war, or had just ended one. In all likelihood, Pontic forces took part in this conflict 38 and this situation would justify Eupator's presence in that kingdom.
Plutarch's brief account of the meeting undoubtedly presents a positive face of Marius, who appears as an honourable Roman in front of a barbarian ruler. Noteworthy is the allusion to Marius' freedom of speech (parrhēsía), in contrast to Mithridates' despotism 39 . This point of view sounds quite similar to the description of the mission of P. Claudius Pulcher before Tigranes II, also reported by Plutarch in his Life of Lucullus 40 . Also remarkable however, is the allusion to the kind reception that Eupator offers to Marius (Plut. Mar. 31. 3), because this could be a proof that the ruler was aware of the legate's influence and of the need to keep the goodwill of the Republic.
Marius' mission impelled Mithridates to a cautious policy. As we have seen, the sovereign put one of his sons on the Cappadocian throne, because he actually had dynastic rights over this kingdom. Eupator's son appears as a ward of Gordius, and supported by the faction led by this noble 41 . At the same time, some philoi of Mithridates could have been managing the government of Cappadocia. Justin tells of Pontic or pro-Pontic praefecti who rule the country during the reign of the puppet-king Ariarathes IX. These praefecti may have been satraps directly in the service of Mithridates 42 . Besides, Frontinus informs us of a combat between Sulla and Archelaus in Cappadocia towards 96 B.C. There is nothing strange in assuming that such a strategos could have acted as the commander of the Pontic troops stationed in this territory 43 .
Marius' warning to Mithridates was effective, and the king avoided the annexation of the neighbouring kingdom. Nonetheless, a sector of the Cappadocian nobility remained feeling unsafe. This group called for the overthrowing of Mithridates' son and the establishment of Ariobarzanes; although it was not done without fighting and after the appearance of Sulla, who led the first Roman 36 See for instance Str. XII. 1. 1; XII. 3. 9. For a compilation of ancient sources, see Olshausen-Biller 1984; ArgoudDes Courtils-Rémy 1988. 37 Let us remember the inner route of Lucullus from Galatia to Pontus, and that Domitius Calvinus returned to Asia through Galatia in 48 B.C., as Murena had done during the Second Mithridatic War: see Munro 1901, 56, 59 . We could wonder why Marius was interested in visiting Gordium and other places on the route of Alexander: on Gordium's connection with Pessinus, see . Brennan 1992 , proposed that the meeting took place in the part of Galatia that was under Pontic control, but it is hard to suppose a trip of the King, and furthermore we cannot be sure that Eupator held a relevant area in Galatia at that moment: cf. Iust. XXXVIII. 5. 6; Ballesteros -Pastor 2013, 242. 38 On this war, see Iust. XXXVIII. 2. 1-2; Sullivan 1990, 53 f.; Ballesteros-Pastor 1996, 64; Id. 2013, 189 Ballesteros-Pastor 2013, 189, 191. troops which reached Cappadocia 44 . Evidently, the Republic did not look favourably upon the farce organized by Mithridates with his son. The dynastic rights of the Pontics were ignored by the Republic, and kingship was settled on Ariobarzanes I, an openly pro-Roman king 45 . Eupator seemed to have learned his lesson, and decided, in effect, not defy Rome until he had enough strength to guarantee a successful result. A decade later, the Social and Civil Wars weakened Roman power: Mithridates took profit from this favourable situation, perhaps keeping in mind the warning that had been expressed by Marius.
